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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . Claims 1 and 4-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by the 
Novomatic press release (Publication Jan. 1999) and the Grandes Casino De Espana 
article (Publication AGI). 

The Novomatic press release (Publication Jan 1999) and the Grandes Casino De 
Espana article (Publication AGI) disclose: 
Regarding Claim 1 : 

A gaming table, comprising: (The press release and article recite that the demonstration 
of TouchBef^^ Roulette at the January 1999 ICE show in London "had been linked with a 
standard TCS roulette table"-Paragraph 4). 

• a least one outcome determining device : The press release and article recite "The 

game at the live table is conducted by the dealer just as usual and is no way affected 
by the terminals" (Paragraph 1); and the press release and article further recite "the 
demonstration of TouchBef^^ Roulette at the January 1999 ICE show in London 
"had been linked with a standard TCS roulette table"-(Paragraph 4); 

• a plurality of player terminals : The press release and article recite that "A 

unique development worldwide, TouchBet™ Roulette allows for the connection of 
up to 250 touch screen terminals, so-called 'electronic live game roulette play 
stations'. Players can play all common roulette games such as American Roulette and 
French Roulette, at their own video link terminal." (Paragraph 1); and the press 
release and article go on to recite "The fully automated cash handling avoids potential 
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error sources such as payout errors, thus enhancing player convenience and 
facilitating payout procedures for the casino." (Paragraph 3); and 

• at least one processor. . . . : At the time of the invention those skilled in the art of 
electronic gaming devices possessed the knowledge that processors were used in 
many types of electronic gaming devices, including slot machines and video poker 
machines and that the processors were used to determine winning wagers and credit 
winning proceeds accordingly. Consequently, the processor element is inherent in the 
Novomatic press release (Publication Jan 1999) and the Grandes Casino De Espana 
article (PubHcation AGI)). 

Regarding Claim 4: 

• said at least one outcome determining device. . . .: The press release and article recite 
"The game at the live table is conducted by the dealer just as usual and is no way 
affected by the terminals" (Paragraph 1); and the press release and article further 
recite "the demonstration of TouchBet™ Roulette at the January 1999 ICE show in 
London "had been linked with a standard TCS roulette table"-(Paragraph 4). 

Regarding Claim 5: 

A method for operating a gaming, comprising: (The press release and article recite "The 
game at the live table is conducted by the dealer just as usual and is no way affected by the 
terminals" (Paragraph 1); and the press release and article further recite "the demonstration of 
TouchBef'''^ Roulette at the January 1999 ICE show in London "had been linked with a 
standard TCS roulette table"-Paragraph 4). 
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• receiving at the player terminals. . . .: The press release and article recite that "A 
unique development worldwide, TouchBet™ Roulette allows for the connection of 
up to 250 touch screen terminals, so-called 'electronic live game roulette play 
stations'. Players can play all common roulette games such as American Roulette and 
French Roulette, at their own video link terminal." (Paragraph 1); and the press 
release and article go on to recite "The fiilly automated cash handling avoids potential 
error sources such as payout errors, thus enhancing player convenience and 
facilitating payout procedures for the casino." (Paragraph 3). 

• determining a random outcome. . . . : The press release and article recite "The game at 
the live table is conducted by the dealer just as usual and is no way affected by the 
terminals" (Paragraph 1); and the press release and article further recite "the 
demonstration of TouchBet™ Roulette at the January 1999 ICE show in London 
"had been linked with a standard TCS roulette table"-(Paragraph 4); 

• comparing automatically : The press release and articles recite "The fully 

automated cash handling avoids potential error sources such as payout errors, thus 
enhancing player convenience and facilitating payout procedures for the casino." 
(Paragraph 3); and, 

• determining v/inning :The press release and article recite "The fiiUy automated 

cash handling avoids potential error sources such as payout errors, thus enhancing 
player convenience and facilitating payout procedures for the casino." (Paragraph 3). 
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2. Claims 1 and 4-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by the 
Novomatic brochure entitled "Live Game Configuration" (Publication ). The Novomatic 
brochure entitled "Live Game Configuration" (Publication ) discloses: 

Regarding Claim 1 : 

A gaming table, comprising: (The brochure's heading recites "Up To 250 Players at One 
Live Roulette Table."). 

• At least one outcome determining device. . . The brochure recites "Casinos can now 
increase the value of their live-game roulette pit by utilizing the Linked Terminal 
Roulette System (LTRS)..."(P^agraph 1); the brochure further recites "The live 
game LTRS configuration utilizes touch screen roulette betting terminals, a live game 
roulette table with croupier and two cameras." (Paragraph 3); and the brochure further 
recites "The Linked Terminal Roulette System (LTRS) provides a significant 
additional revenue stream for a live roulette table at minimal extra labor cost." 
(Paragraph 5); The brochure graphics illustrate a live dealer at a standard roulette 
table.); 

• a plurality of player terminals : The brochure recites "The live game LTRS 

configuration utilizes touch screen roulette betting terminals, a live game roulette 
table with croupier and two cameras." (Paragraph 3); and the brochure further recites 
"Players view these large screen displays while wagering on the touch screen roulette 
terminals which simulate the betting area of a Hve game roulette table. The roulette 
terminals accept all forms of cash and coin-handhng and operate fully automatic - 
safe, secure and reliable." (Paragraph 4)); and 
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• at least one processor for : At the time of the invention disclosed in Frost et al. 

*866 Patent, those skilled in the art of electronic gaming devices possessed the 
knowledge that processors were used in many types of electronic gaming devices, 
including slot machines and video poker machines and that the processors were used 
to determine winning wagers and credit winning proceeds accordingly. 
Consequently, the processor element is inherent in the disclosure of the Novomatic 
brochure entitled "Live Game Configuration" (Publication 6)). 

Regarding Claim 4: 

• wherein said at least one outcome determining device : The brochure recites "The 

live game LTRS configuration utilizes touch screen roulette betting terminals, a live 
game roulette table with croupier and two cameras." (Paragraph 3). 

Regarding Claim 5: 

A method for operating a gaming table, comprising: (The brochure's heading recites "Up 
To 250 Players at One Live Roulette Table."), 

• receiving at a plurality of player terminals. . ..: The brochure recites "The live game 
LTRS configuration utilizes touch screen roulette betting terminals, a live game 
roulette table with croupier and two cameras." (Paragraph 3); and the brochure fiuther 
recites "Players view these large screen displays while wagering on the touch screen 
roulette terminals which simulate the betting area of a live game roulette table. The 
roulette terminals accept all forms of cash and coin-handling and operate fiiUy 
automatic - safe, secure and reliable." (Paragraph 4). 



Application/Control Number: 10/730.521 Page 7 

Art Unit: 3711 

• determining a random outcome :The brochure recites "Casinos can now 

increase the value of their live-game roulette pit by utilizing the Linked Terminal 
Roulette System (LTRS)..."(P^^graph 1); the brochure further recites "The live 
game LTRS configuration utilizes touch screen roulette betting terminals, a live game 
roulette table with croupier and two cameras." (Paragraph 3); and the brochure further 
recites "The Linked Terminal Roulette System (LTRS) provides a significant 
additional revenue stream for a live roulette table at minimal extra labor cost." 
(Paragraph 5); The brochure graphics illustrate a live dealer at a standard roulette 
table.)); 

• comparing automatically said random outcome : The press release and article 

recite "The fully automated cash handling avoids potential error sources such as 
payout errors, thus enhancing player convenience and facilitating payout procedures 
for the casino." (The brochure recites "The live game LTRS configuration utilizes 
touch screen roulette betting terminals, a live game roulette table with croupier and 
two cameras." (Paragraph 3); and the brochure further recites "Players view these 
large screen displays while wagering on the touch screen roulette terminals which 
simulate the betting area of a live game roulette table. The roulette terminals accept 
all forms of cash and coin-handHng and operate fiilly automatic - safe, secure and 
reliable." (Paragraph 4); and, 

• determining winning : The brochure recites "The live game LTRS configuration 

utilizes touch screen roulette betting terminals, a live game roulette table with 
croupier and two cameras." (Paragraph 3); and the brochure further recites "Players 
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view these large screen displays while wagering on the touch screen roulette 
terminals which simulate the betting area of a live game roulette table. The roulette 
terminals accept all forms of cash and coin-handling and operate fully automatic - 
safe, secure and reliable." (Paragraph 4)). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. Claims 1 and 4-5,9-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Franchi (U.S. 5,770,533) in view of Casino World (Publication ), 
Novomatic press release (Publication ), Novomatic press release (Publication ), 
InterGame magazine article (Publication ), Grandes Casino De Espana article 
(Publication ), or Novomatic brochure entitled "Live Game Configuration" (Publication ). 

Franchi discloses an automated roulette game whereby players are able to place 
electronic roulette wagers on player terminals which facilitate electronic resolution of the 
electronically placed wagers. Franchi additionally discloses: 

Regarding Claim 1 : 

A gaming table, comprising: 

• An outcome determining device. . . .; a manual roulette wheel for determination of a 
random outcome for a roulette game responsive to at least one direct physical 
interaction of a person with said roulette wheel selected from the group consisting of 
manually spinning said roulette wheel and manually dispensing a roulette ball 
(Column 13, line 1-Column 16, line 54 and Figures 12, 13, and 15); 

• a plurality of player terminals at said table : each terminal including a player 

user interface to permit a player to select at least one outcome of the roulette game 
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occurring at said roulette table and to make wagers on said at least one outcome 
(Column 13, line l-Column 16, line 54); and 

• at least one processor for comparing said wagers to said random outcome for 
determining winning ones of said wagers, and for crediting winning proceeds directly 
to said player terminals (Column 4, lines 62-65). 

Regarding Claim 5: 

A method for operating a roulette table, comprising: 

• receiving at a player terminals . . . . : said roulette table respective player selections of a 
roulette game outcome occurring exclusively at said roulette table and player wagers 
on said respective player selections of said game outcomes; (Column 13, line 1- 
Column 16, line 54). 

• comparing automatically said random outcome to said respective player selections; 
(Column 4, lines 62-65); and, 

• determining winning ones of said wagers responsive to said comparing step, and 
crediting winning proceeds directly to said player terminals based on said player 
wagers. (Column 4, lines 62-65). 

Although Franchi discloses providing a surveillance system for gambling and a reliable 
accounting of the flow of funds in a casino that minimizes (not eliminates) the number of 
employees required to operate casino games and hence reducing the operating costs for the 
casino operator, Franchi lacks explicitly disclosing: 

Regarding Claim 4: 
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• wherein said outcome determining device is configured for at least one of manual 
spinning and manual dispensing of a roulette ball by a dealer. 

Regarding Claim 5: 

• determining a random outcome for a table game based upon at least one direct 
physical interaction of a person with a roulette wheel, said at least one direct physical 
interaction selected fi*om the group consisting of manually spinning said roulette 
wheel and manually dispensing a roulette ball. 

Casino World (Publication ), Novomatic press release (Publication), Novomatic press 
release (Publication ), InterGame magazine article (Publication ), Grandes Casino De Espana 
article (Publication ), and Novomatic brochure entitled "Live Game Configuration" (Publication 
) each teach of a Roulette wheel game wherein players place wagers via player terminals and the 
roulette game is operated by a live dealer such that the dealer manually spins the roulette wheel 
and manually dispenses the roulette ball. It would have been obvious at the time of Applicant's 
invention to have a live dealer as taught in Casino World (Publication ), Novomatic press release 
(Publication ), Novomatic press release (Publication ), InterGame magazine article (Publication , 
Grandes Casino De Espana article (Publication ), and Novomatic brochure entitled "Live Game 
Configuration" (Publication ) manually operate the roulette game disclosed in Franchi. One 
would be motivated to do so because Franchi 's open architecture system is designed to 
accommodate the differing needs for each casino. In this system, a casino may utilize an live 
animated dealer to operate the roulette game to attract customers to the game, whereas, the 
casino my utilize a fiiUy automated system during off peak hours of operation to save on 
operating costs. 
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4. Claims 9-13: rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over above 
cited references and publications. In order to attract potential players it would have been 
obvious to create variation in gaming device for use in playing popular casino type 
games. One of ordinary skill in art at the time the invention was made would have 
suggested creating variations for using to play big wheel and other dice type games for 
attracting potential players. 



Double Patenting 

4. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting rejection is appropriate where the conflicting claims 
are not identical, but at least one examined application claim is not patentably distinct 
from the reference claim(s) because the examined application claim is either anticipated 
by, or would have been obvious over, the reference claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 
F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re Goodman, 1 1 F.3d 1046. 29 
USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir, 1993); In re Long!, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 
1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 
F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 
USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .321 (c) or 1 .321 (d) 
may be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory 
double patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent either is shown to 
be commonly owned with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of 
activities undertaken within the scope of a joint research agreement. 

Effective January 1 , 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 
37 CFR 3.73(b). 



5. Claims 1-5,7-8 rejected on the ground of nonstatutory obviousness-type double 
patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-8 of U.S. Patent No. 6659866. Although 
the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from each other 
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because both claim manually operating a random device while players are positioned at 
terminals.. 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-5,7-13 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

2. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Vishu K. Mendiratta whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4426. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri SAM to 5PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eugene Kim can be reached on (571) 272-4463. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infomiation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



VKM 

April 18, 2006 




Vishu K Mendiratta 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3711 



